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The Medical Board has indicated that it may seek to alter 
the current warning text Cor cigarettes to one that warns 
against the alleged health hazards of ambient tobacco 
smoke. The proposed warning ie unjustified and should 
not be adopted, it wrongly assumes that such smoke — 
known in scientific literature as environmental tobacco 
smoke# or "ETS H -- has been shown to create health 
hazards. In fact# ets has been the subject of extensive 
scientific research by independent scientific experts 
throughout the world# who have repeatedly concluded that 
it has not been proven harmful to health. The attached 
memorandum summarises the scientific literature regarding 
ETS# and shows clearly that ETS has not been shown to 
threaten public health. 

This conclusion has recently been confirmed by an 
international symposium of independent scientists who met 
specifically to consider the health claims that have been 
made about ETS. See D.J. Ecobiehon and J.M, Wu# eds., 
Environmental Tobacco Smoke ; Proceedings of the 
international Symposium at McGill University 19$9 
(l/exington Books 1990). More than 80 independent 
scientists from throughout the world met in Montreal# 
Canada in November 1989 under the sponsorship of McGill 
University and other universities and research 
institutions. The other sponsors included institutions 
located in the Federal Republic of Germany# Switzerland# 
the United Kingdom# France, the United States, and Korea, 
At the conclusion of two days of detailed analyses of the 
evidence# the scientists reached the consensus view that 
the scientific data, "when critically examined and 
evaluated, are inconsistent with the notion that ETS is a 
health hazard". They added that it is "premature" to 
take any regulatory action regarding ETS unless and until 
"more and better research" actually proves the existence 
of a health hazard. 

The conclusions of the Montreal conference, together with 
the other scientific evidence summarised in the attached, 
paper# show clearly that the proposed new health warning 
should not be adopted. Any such warning would be 
inconsistent with the weight of scientific evidence. It 
would be unfounded in fact and misleading to the Finnish 
public. 


Covington & Burling 

Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/mhwkOOOO 
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